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Current Topics. 


Lord Cozens-Hardy. 

WE very much regret to hear of the illness of Lord CozEns- 
Harpy, and, though the latest report speaks of an improve- 
ment in his condition, we fear that there is no immediate 
prospect of his return to the courts. He has been too regular 
in his work, and is too highly esteemed by the profession, for his 
absence to be viewed otherwise than with anxiety. His place, 
and that of Lord Justice Pickrorp, who is engaged on the 
Dardanelles Commission, are being filled by the Lord Chief 
Justice and Mr. Justice Nevitite. But the month of July is 
not one in which a Chancety Judge’s cause list can be allowed 
to stand over from day to day without serious inconvenience, 
and we should have thought there were sufficient ex-officio 
judges of the Court of Appeal (see Appellate Jurisdiction Act, 
1913) to make it unnecessary to adopt the present course. 


The ‘‘London Gazette,” 

WE ARE informed that in future the portion of the London 
Gazette containing the Official Intelligence will be published 
as a separate section. The complete (Gazette will appear as 
hitherto, but for the convenience of those who are interested 
in the Official Intelligence only, the issue of this in a separate 
section has been arranged. The price of the complete Gazette 
will be 1s., or post free 1s. ld., and that of the Official Intelli- 
gence section 8d., or post free 9d. We are not quite sure 
what is meant by the ‘‘ Official Intelligence,’’ for we have 
assumed that all the contents of the Gazette were of this 
nature. But the separate issue will shew what is intended. 
We are glad to see any attempt to improve the form of this 
publication, which in arrangement and completeness leaves 
much to be desired. It is, for instance, by no means an ex- 
haustive guide to official Orders and Regulations. We speak 
from a knowledge of it which, owing to our attempt during the 
last three years to keep abreast of the War Orders, has 
become, we regret to say, ‘‘ extensive and peculiar.” 
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The Meeting of the Law Society. 
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Air Raids on Undefernded Towns, 

Eacu NEw air raid on this country raises again the question 
of reprisals, and it is very much to the front at the present 
moment. To justify reprisals there must first be a breach 
the law and usage of war on the part of the enemy, and then 
the reprisals themselves must not offend against the laws of 
humanity and of morality. In the case of recent air raids 
different views have been taken as to whether they constitute 
a violation of the law and usage of war. Under Convention 
IX. of the Second Peace Conference (1907) the bombardment 
of undefended towns is forbidden (Art. 1), and the questio: 
has been raised, and not yet altogether answered, whether 
London is an undefended town. Strictly it is not, for it 
aircraft defences. On the other hand, the rule contemp! 

against an attacking force which, if not driven off, 

land and occupy the town. This, of course, hostile aeropla: 

cannot do, and the aircraft defences are not meant to repel a 
real invasion, but to prevent wanton destruction of life and 
property As a matter of fact, the point is new, and it will 
be for diplomatists and jurists hereafter to settle what the true 
rule under these circumstances should be. But even though a 
place is undefended, military works and depots can be bom- 
barded, so there is a further possibility of justification her: 

At the same time, in such a case, the enemy commander should 
give warning ; but he need not do this if, for military reasons, 
immediate action is necessary, though even then care must be 
taken that the undefended town suffers as little harm as pos- 


sible. Obviously, a hostile aeroplane has military reasons for 


dropping its bombs and getting away as quickly as possible ; 
and the commander would say that, in trying to drop them 
straight on some point of military importance, he had done his 
best. to avoid undue damage elsewhere. The result shews that 
his efforts are not particularly successful either in clo 
military harm or avoiding civilian loss; but, in fact, the aero- 
plane in war, like the submarine, raises new problems, 


Reprisals. 

ASSUMING, HOWEVER, that there have been breaches of the 
laws of war, and that it is a case for reprisals, we still have 
the limitation that these must be in accordance with the 
of humanity and morality. On this we have nothing to a 
to what we have said before, and we are glad to think that we 
have been all through on the side of the best exponents of the 
English view. And we have now the resolution passed on 
Wednesday at the instance of Lord Hucn Crecit by the House 
of Laymen of the Province of Canterbury :— 

That this House deprecates as inconsistent with the principles 
f morality, and tending to lower the st undard of civilised wart 


the adoption of a policy of revenge for (as distinct from the 


Lil 


vention of) the killing and wounding of non-combatants. 
We have our doubts, expressed on former occasions, as to 
‘civilized warfare,’’ and, in practice, the resolution may go 
too far in authorizing attacks on non-combatants ; but, at least, 
it is opposed to the unreasoning call for reprisals which ha 
arisen in some quarters, 


The Coal Transport Order. 

It 1s understood that Lord Ruonppa is elaborating a scheme 
for the control of prices—a task which is likely to tax his 
powers to the utmost—but so far nothing appears to | 
transpired except his initial plan of setting up a ‘‘ Cost 
Department,’’ a memorandum as to which we printed last 
(ante, p. 599). During the present week the most importan 
step taken towards the control of commodities and genet a] 
economy is the Coal Transport Order, which we print ¢ 
where This has been issued by the Board of Trade, and, 
‘ with a view to effecting economies in transport and of facili- 
tating the supply of coal,’’ it enables restrictions to be place lon 
the transport of coal from particular areas or particular 
collieries in the United Kingdom to particular areas or par 
ticular destinations, as the Board of Trade may from time to 
time consider necessary. Then comes the power to cancel con 
tracts which is now common form in Orders of this nature. 
The requirement the Board of Trade will be notified in the 
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form of directions issued by the Coal Controller, and, in fact, 
directions, dated 4th July, have already been issued, and were 
printed in the Times of the 9th inst. A note explaining the 
scheme, with a useful sketch map shewing the coal producing 
and consuming areas, was published in the 7'imes of the 7th 
inst. The object of the scheme is to secure that consumption 
of coal shall take place as near the producing point as possible, 
and it is estimated that no fewer than 700 million ton-miles 
will be savegl annually in the transport of coal. At present 
the scheme only relates to transport from area to area for 
inland consumption ; but it will be seen that the Order is not 
so restricted, and hence the scheme can hereafter be extended 
to coal for export. 


Libel and Privilege. 

SEVERAL POINTS of interest were argued in the course of 
West v. Foothall Association (Limited) and EF. Hulton ad Co, 
(Limited) (Times, 10th inst.), a case which has engaged a good 
deal of public attention. The plaintiff was a professional foot 
baller, whose conduct at a match had been investigated by the 
defendant association, of which he was a member, with the 
result that they declared the match to have been squared, 
and suspended him for his conduct in connection with it. This 
result they published, in accordance with their rules, in the 
daily Press Obviously, the words used are prima facie libel 
lous, and therefore actionable, and the action was brought 
against the association and the proprietors of certain news- 
papers. But the plea of absolves the 
defendant association from liability, whether or not that deci 
sion was correct, since it was their duty to their members and 
all interested parties to publish their finding. It might have 
been argued that publication in the Press, being made to the 
public at large and not merely to members of the association, 
is too wide to be privileged, since the matter is not one of 
general interest : Hunt v. Great Northern Railway Co 
(1891, 2 Q. B. 189). But the obvious answer is that Wes1 
had himself consented to the publication in this way by becom 
ing a member of the association, and therefore bound bv 
its rules. 
leged, and no reasonable evidence of malice was put forward 
Counsel for the plaintiff, indeed, suggested that the investiga- 
tion of the committee had not been conducted in accordance 
with the rules of ‘‘ natural justice,’’ and therefore was not 
privileged: Fisher v. Keane (11 Ch. D. 353) But the Judge 
held that it had been conducted in accordance with the rules 
of the association, which disposed of that contention 


3 privileged occasion . 


So, in the absence of malice, the occasion is privi 


The Plea of Fair Comment. 


As REGARDS the newspaper defendants, however, a different 
question arose. The papers had not confined themselves to 
publishing the report and finding of the association. They 
had commented on it in vigorous terms, and had repeated the 
allegation that the match was equared. Their plea was 
, public interest.’’ Thi 
raises the point whether or not a football match can be said 
the Judge held that it 
was, since the sportsmanlike conduct of games was of the 
utmost national importance. Fair comment, however, must 
be the expression of an opinion, not the statement of facts 
the truth of the facts commented on must. be proved. The 
plaintiff alleged that they were false, so here there seems to 
be an issue of fact which only the jury could find, namely, 
whether or not the conduct alleged against the plaintiff was 
really committed by him. 
leave the case to the jury on this or any other point. He 
held, ingeniously enough, that the comment of the newspapers 


‘fair comment’’ on a matter of 


to be a “‘ matter of public interest 


But the learned Judge refused to 


was on the privileged report of the association, and not on the 
facts it contained: in other words. he applied to the case the 
dictum of Putitimore, L.J in Mangena v. Wright (1909, 2 
K. B., at p. 976), that where one person alleges and another 
comments, if the comment is fair, the second person is not re- 
sponsible for the allegation. In that case, however, the com- 





ment merely took the form of giving a picturesque but 
libellous—heading to a letter for which privilege was claimed 
Where a news] aper goes out of its way to publish articles by 


way of comment on a privileged ré port of tact 


I 


urely it in 
ubstance repeats the facts and adopts responsibility for them ? 
We doubt very much the applicability of ‘‘ fair comment’’ in 
these circumstances 


Negligence in Performance of a Publie Duty. 

Ir is very trite law that where tatutory authority is con- 
ferred to do an act which otherwise would be illegal, thi donee 
of the power must exercise 1 In suc ha way as not to commit 
a nuisance, unless he is expre ly ol impliedly authorized to do 
so: and, in any event, he mu exercise his powers without 
negligence towards the public at larg But the application 
of elementary rules to concrete cases is not always easy An 
illustration is afforded by JJorriso v. Sheffield ( rporation 
(reported elsewhere). Under section 43 of the Public Health 
Acts (Amendment) Act, 1890, 
they see fit, cause trees to be planted in any highway repair 


any urban authority may, 1 


able by the inhabitants at large within their district, and 
may erect guards or fences for the protection of the same, 
provided that this power shall not be exercised nor shall any 
trees so planted be continued so to hinder the reasonable 


use of the highway by the public or any person entitled to 


use the same ‘ Apart from this section, the planting 


of trees in a highway is, of course, an obstruction of the way, 
and is a nuisance for which any person who suffers special 
damage from it can maintain an action But section 43 ex 


cuses the nuisance, subject, however, to two limitations: the 
trees must not be p anted at all if the reasonable use of the 
highway is thereby interfered with: and, even if properly 
planted, the trees must be removed if they subsequently inter 
And the doctrine to 
which we have just referred adds an additional limitation, 


fere with this same ‘‘ reasonable use.’’ 


namely, that the power must be exercised with reasonabl 
regard to the protection of the publie at large So far all i 
plain sailing But here comes the difficulty. The Sheffield 
Corporation planted trees in certain highways, fencing these 
] 


in the usual way with iron spikes and rails, which were lighted 


at night by a neighbouring street lamp Then, in consequence 


of the war, came a Lighting Order, under which all street 
lights in Sheffield were required to be extinguished after a 
This order the Corporation were bound in law 
with the 


result that a passenger ran,upon one of the spikes in the fence 


certain hour 
to obey: they extingul hed the lamp near the trees 


and was injured He sued the Corporation for nuisance and 
negligence, to which the reply was in substance: ‘‘ The statute 
authorized the putting up of the spikes to guard the tree, and 
then another statute and an order made thereunder ha 
authorized, nay, compelled, the remoyal of the lights.’’ But 
this answer is not enough The duty of the Corpo ition to 
exercise their statutory powers with reasonable care is one 
which changes in scope with altered circumstances, and if these 
changes increase the public danger, increased precautions to 
protect the public must be taken So Rowtatr. J., directed 
the jury, and the Court of Appeal upheld him 


Expenses of an Employee Inventor. 

WE REFERRED some time ago (ante, Pp 997) to the case of 
the British Re orced Concrete Co. v. Lund (34 R. P. C 
101), in which Eve, J on 19th January last, held that 
under the circumstances of the case, the defendant was trustee 
for the plaintiffs of a patent for an invention which he had 
made while in their employment, and was also accountable 
to them ‘‘for anv advantages which have flowed from his 
legal ownership of that which was their beneficial property 
throughout.’’ It appears that the defendant had taken out 
subsequent patents in resnect of the invention, some of which 
involved improvement These patents, of course, were 
covered by the judgment, which concluded thus: ‘‘ The de- 
fendant is. as trustee. entitled to be indemnified by his cestu 
que trust against any expenses properly incurred,’’ Consider- 
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able delay arose in drawing up the order on account of the | scope. 


parties being unable to agree upon the amount to be allowed 
to the defendant for expenses. But the minutes were other- 
wise agreed. This matter came before Eve, J., on 27th 
June, when he directed an inquiry as to what sum was proper 
to be allowed to the defendant for his expenses properly in- 
curred. The order was, in view of questions as to appeal, 
directed to be dated 27th January, 1917. 


Barristers’ Fees. 

BARRISTERS’ FEES may or may not have increased since the 
accession of his late Majesty King Epwarp, but they certainly 
advanced in amount during the reign of Queen Victoria. In 
the days of her Majesty spec ial pleaders were in active 
practice These gentlemen were allowed by the etiquette of 
the profession to receive half-guinea, or even seven-and-six- 
penny fees Side bar rules,’’ too, had not been abolished, 
and were granted on the mere signature of counsel, for which 
his fee was half a guinea These rules have, we believe, dis- 
appeared, one of the last instances being the rule for making 
a submission to arbitration a rule of court Special pleaders 
have passed away, and one guinea is now the minimum fee 
which a barrister is allowed to accept. It remains to be seen 
whether the ascending scale will be maintained, or whether 
the close of the war will bring about a taxation of the charges 
of the profession We are unwilling to prophesy, but are 
disposed to think that for some years, at any rate, matters 
will remain as they are 


r 
. 


The Proposed Mesopotamia Tribunal. 


Tue statement of the Chancellor of the Exchequer in the 
on Wednesday as to the tribunal which 
R port of the 


House of Common 
is to inquire into the matters 
Mesopotamia Commission seems to leave the operation of the 
tribunal, as regards civilians whose conduct is impugned by the 
Report, in much uncertainty, and this is not removed by the 
debate at the same time in the House of Lords. The Mesopo 
ion was appointed under the Special Commis 


disclosed by the 


tamia Commi 
sions (Dardanelles and Mesopotamia) Act, 1916, and it had 
power to compel the attendance of witnesses and to take evi 
dence on oath; and a witness could not refuse to answer any 
question on the ground that the answer might criminate him 
(section 4). But the section continued 
‘ An answer so given shall not be evidence against that person in 
any criminal proceeding (including a proceeding by Court-martial) 
at any time thereafter instituted against him.”’ 

Since, we believe, the persons affected have given evidence 
before the Commission, this rules out the Report as the founda- 
tion for any proceedings against them; and, in addition, it 
appears that, naturally enough, the rules of evidence, which 
in some points are highly technical, were not always observed. 
The question, then, was, how to obtain a rehearing before a 
tribunal of high authority, and in such a manner as not to 
involve undue delay. The natural course would have been 
to set up a special court, and we are a little surprised that 
this has not been proposed The reason given is that it would 
require a special Act of Parliament, and thereby further delay 
would be caused jut, seeing how quickly the Government 
can pass an Act when they so desire, there is, obviously, little 
in this. The actual proposal is to make use of an Army Court 
of Inquiry, with the additional facilities given by the Army 
(Courts of Inquiry) Act, 1916. This Act enables civilian 
evidence to be taken, and, if the evidence is likely to affect the 
character of civilians, persons who are not officers can be in- 
cluded as members of the Court, and under this power the 
Court is to include two persons who hold, or have held, high 
judicial office, one of whom is to be President 

But, in spite of this extension of the powers and constitu 
tion of the Court, it remains a Court of Inquiry under the 
Army Act, and is thus a military court with a strictly limited 


Provision for such courts is made by section 70 of 
the Army Act, but their objects and procedure are left to be 
determined by the rules of procedure under the Act. Under 
rule 124 (a): 

‘““A court of inquiry is an assembly of officers directed to collect 
evidence, and, if so required, to report with regard to any matter 
which may be referred to them, and it may be assembled by the 
Army Council [or certain officers].’’ 


sy clause 124 (p):— 

‘The Court will be guided by the written instructions of the 
authority who assembled the Court. The instructions will be full 
and specific, and will state the general character of the informa 
tion required. They will also state whether a report is required 

or not,” 

$y clause 124 (F): 

‘Whenever any inquiry affects the character or military reputa 
tion of an officer or soldier, full opportunity must be afforded to 
the officer or soldier of being present throughout the inquiry, and 
of making any statement and of giving any evidence he may wish 
to make or give, and of cross-examining any witness whose evidence, 
in his opinion, affects his character or military reputation, and pro 
ducing any witnesses in defence of his character or military repu. 
tation.”’ 

Thus the Court is a tribunal for inquiry into the conduct 
f persons subject to military law, and, apparently, it is only 
such persons who have a right to attend and be heard. Its 
functions are limited to making a report, and this may be 
followed by trial by court-martial of an officer or soldier whose 
conduct is adversely reported on. But while the report may 
affect civilians, this is only incidentally, and we believe that, 
in the recent Burrett case, the report of the Court of Inquiry 
was admitted to be, as to them, without direct effect. We ques 
tion whether in any circumstances it can be a suitable court to 
inquire into a matter where the character and reputation of 
civilians may be at stake ; and even if it is suitable, the proceed- 
ings are likely to be long, and they will then only be the founda- 
tion fer further proceedings: in the case of officers, court-mar- 
tial: but in the case of civilians, the Government will be able, 
it is stated, to take any necessary action as regards those in 
Government employ. This, however, does not give a very 
certain prospect. As a matter of fact, we very much question 
whether the result of the Court of Inquiry will be to enable 
blame—and praise—to be awarded more equitably than can 
be done at present ; and it must be remembered that the inquiry 
will be—-mainly at least—into errors of judgment and after the 
event. And while the Court should, of course, be able to rely 
on military expert evidence, it should be a civil court, and 
quite independent of the Army Council. 








Acceleration of Remainders. 
1. 


In his recent articles in these pages (ante, pp. 573, 588) on 
‘‘The Acceleration of Future Interests’’ in connection with 
Re Scott (1911, 2 Ch. 374) and Re Willis (1917, 1 Ch. 365), 
Mr. Cuartes Sweet has referred to two articles in the Law 
Quarterly sceview (Vol. 32, pp. 83, 392), written before Le 
Willis was decided, in which I have discussed the subject, and 
has intimated his dissent from my views. I am glad, there- 
fore, to take the opportunity offered me by the Editor of 
making some further observations on the subject. 

Now Mr. Sweet, relying on Preston, states ‘‘ that a dis- 
claimer relates back to the creation of a disclaimed estate, and 
as a general rule has the same effect as if the disclaimed estate 
had been void ab initio or had never been limited ’’ (ante, p. 
574). If this view is correct, it will answer almost all questions 
on acceleration. It is respectfully submitted, and in this 
article an endeavour will be made to shew, that it is incorrect, 
leaving particular discussion of Re Scott and Re Willis to a 
later article. As, however, Mr. Sweet submits that the 
decision in Re Willis is incorrect, may I here be permitted 
to state a most humble and. respectful expression of opinion 
that that decision is founded on true principle and is perfectly 
correct on the construction of the will in question. 
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‘that the estate is in the donee till disclaimed by him is not 
and cannot be questioned; but we must distinguish between 
the position of the actual estate, and the donee’s liability in 
respect of that estate. 

I. If it be that disclaimer avoids the estate ab initio, as if 
that estate had never been limited, then how does it happen 
that, if the particular estate disclaimed be limited by deed at 
common law, the remaipder expectant thereon was not either 
avoided as a freehold in futuro, or accelerated into possession 
to avoid such a result ? 

That the remainder was good, but not accelerated, seems 
clear. Thus FirtzHersert in his Abridgment, Subpena (1), 
citing the law given in the Y.B. 37 H. 6, Trin. pl. 23 (to 
which we shall later recur), states that the Judge doubted 
whether, if land was granted (demised) to B for life, re- 
mainder over, the remainderman, on B’s refusal, could enter 
during B’s life, whereas the Judge laid down that in case ot 
devise of land, by custom deviseable, to B for life, remainder 
over, on B’s refusal the remainderman could enter. CoKE is 
clear that the remainder, when the limitations are by deed, is 
good, but not accelerated. ‘‘ So it is if a lease be made to an 
infant for life, the remainder in fee, the infant at his full age 
disagree to the estate for life, yet the remainder is good for 
that it was once vested by a good title’’: Co. Litt. 298a, 
because, as CoKE observes, there was a particular estate at the 
time of the remainder created. The whdle context, too long 
to quote here, shews that the principle was that, where the par- 
ticular estate had once been validly created by deed, the sub- 
sequent disclaimer, failure, or suspension, of that particular 
estate alone did not avoid the once vested remainder, but sup- 
ported it, aud as a remainder unaccelerated into possession. 
To this we may add Perkins (sections 563-565), who tells us 
that, if an estate be granted to A for life, remainder over, 
subject to a condition affecting the life estate only, and em- 
powering the donor to enter for condition broken and retain 
the estate for A’s life only, then the remainder will, in spite 
of the donor’s entry for condition broken, be good, but not 
accelerated, because the estate was once effectual in A. 

Now observe the distinction in’ the cases above, where the 
particular estate was valid in inception, and in the cases below, 
where it was void in inception, and in this it is believed will 
be found the whole origin of acceleration. 

If livery or grant were made to a monk, professed of one of 
the recognized religious houses in England, and not sovereign 
of that house, for his life, remainder to B, the whole deed was 
absolutely void. The monk was dead in law; there was and 
never had been a particular estate on which to hang the pur- 
ported remainder, which was a mere freehold in futuro, and 

consequently void. But if such limitations had been made in 
a devise of land deviseable by custom, the Court, in its special 
favour to the presumed intention of testators’ in wills, inferred 
that the remainderman should, against the testator’s wish, be 
accelerated to possession, rather than that, against the testa- 
tor’s wish, the whole will should be void by making the re- 
mainderman into freeholder in futuro. PERKINS (sections 
562-569) brings out the position clearly. In Statham Abr. 
Devise (3), citing 9 H. 6, Goprerepe is made to agree that the 
remainder is valid, but as it seems not accelerated. 

Again, even in case of limitation by deed, if the Court could 
find a valid particular estate on which to hang the remainder, 
it would accelerate rather than avoid all the remainders 
Thus it will be remembered as a rule of the common law that 
a donor could not take an estate under his own grant. If, 
then, the donor granted to A for life, remainder either to a 
monk professed for life, or to himself the donor for life, re- 
mainder to C, in this case C’s remainder was at once accelerated 
on to A’s valid particular estate: Perkins (sections 566, 704, 
705; Maud’s case (7 Ed. 3, cited 1 Leon. 198). The Court 
had the choice either of holding C’s remainder void as a free- 
hold in futuro, or ot squeezing out. the void intermediate life 
estate, and accelerating on A’s life estate the remainder to C. 
In mercy it chose the latter course. 

We thus see acceleration as introduced, where possible, to 


though the Court would not, in the case of a deed, go the 
length of dispensing with one valid particular estate, yet it 
would in the case of a will. On the other hand, where accelera- 
tion was not needed to protect the remainder from being void 
as a freehold in futuro, we see that in case of a deed the Court 
would not accelerate: see FitrzHerpert, Subpana (1); Co. 
Litt. 298a. Thus, as we have seen, should the infant at age 
disclaim his life estate given by deed, the remainder was good 
but not accelerated. 

So, if there was no fear of the doctrine of freehold in futuro 
arising, owing to the legal seisin being full, there would be 
Thus if, before the Statute of Uses, A 
*s will, or to the use 


no acceleration. 
enfeoffed B and his heirs to the use of A 
of A and his heirs, and by his will A directed B to make 
feoffment to C for life, remainder to D, and C refused the 
feoffment, B was ordered to make feoffment to one for the life 
of C to the use of the dead, remainder to D: Y.B. 37 H. 6, 
Trin, pl. 23; FirzHerperr, 
(Dyer, 310a). Now, if disclaimer operated to avoid the estate 
ab initio, just as if the estate were written out, why was not 
B ordered to enfeoff D in possession? We see here a resulting 
of an equitable life estate disclaimed. 


Subpana (1); Cranmer’s case 


use, not accele ration, 
Hence, as I have submitted in my L.Q.R. articles, there is 
to this day a presumption against acceleration of equitable 
estates, requiring for such acceleration intention of accelera- 
tion to be shewn on the face of the instrument: Bur Ler’s notes 
to FEARNE, p. 221, and to Co. Litt. 327a; Sidney v. Shelley 
(19 Ves. 35): Syde nham v. Tre ge nwell (3 Dow. 194). Before 
the Reformation no doubt the feoffment, on C’s refusal, would 
have been to A’s heir during C’s life for the use of the dead, 
and the heir would probably have had to expend the profits 
for A’s soul (see Litt., s. 383); after the Reformation the 
heir would have retained the profits himself. 

True it is, that in the Year Book case above cited it is also 
said that, if land, deviseable by custom, was devised to © for 
life, remainder to D, and C disclaimed, D could immediately 
enter. Now in this case, as C’s life estate was valid in incep- 
tion, this acceleration, it might be said, was not requisite to 
protect D’s remainder against avoidance as a freehold én 
futuro. The explanation, however, is, I submit, found in the 
obvious intention of the testator. The testator is making his 
will, a legal will of the whole of his legal estate, a will that 
takes effect only at his death It is obvious that he alienates 
from himself and his heir the whole legal estate, and does not 
contemplate taking back himself, in the person of his heir, an 
estate pur autre vie of C, to commence on his the testator’s 
own death. Hence in a will of legal estate, in which, being a 
will, effect. can be given to the intention, it must be presumed 
that the testator intends D’s acceleration in case C should 
disclaim. Hence the origin of the well-established position 
that if the devise be of /eqal estates, there will be acceleration 
Cranmer’s case (Dyer, 310a); Carrick v. Errington (2 P. Wms 
361); Re Seott (1911, 2 Ch., p. 277), and dicta in Newys v. 
Lark (Plowd., p. 414); Fuller v. Fuller (Cro. Eliz. 422) 
But if the legal seisin is devised to trustees, they hold the 
whole legal estate, and the trust. declared on that legal seisin 
for the remainderman is not. to arise till C dies, why, then, 
should it be supposed that the testator intends to exclude his 
heir during C’s life from the benefit of all trust on the legal 
seisin, should the trusts during C’s life fail? 

II. If disclaimer avoided the estate ab initio, why was there 
at any time any question of the disclaimant’s non-liability for 
mesne profits ? 
LITTLETON 685) tells us that if A, a disseisor, 


(section 
tenants, and 


enfeoff by deed B, C and D as_ joint 
make livery according to the tenor of the deed to 
B and C only, and if after B and C’s deaths, the 


disseisee sue D for the land and mesne profits, D can shew 
in Court. that he never assented to the feoffment or took profit a 
and discharge himself of claim to damages for mesne profits, 
‘¢ although he be tenant. of the freehold of the land.’’ See also 
Coxe, 2nd Inst. 286. This does not look like the idea that by 
disclaimer the estate was avoided abd initio. So StratHam’s 





avoid the remainder being void as a freehold in futuro, and 


Abridgment, Disclaymer (10), citing 45 Ed. 3, tells us that 
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arose out of the employment. The judges who decided Hadwin y 
rd declined to follow the Scotch cases, which they intimated 

d not consider good law. I am therefore glad to see, fr 
f the case of Dennis y. A. J. White & Co., in you 

25rd June last, that the Law Lords who decided tl 
expressly approved of the decisions in McNeice’s an 
ind hel] l (ride the Ls rd ( hancellor’s judgment) that 
mmaterial whether the nature of the employment i 
nuous or only oceasional exposure to the danger of 


that the risk was one shared by other members of the 


¢ be that Sheldon v. Needham, and the cas 
owed it, so far as they were considered authori! 
sition that the frequency of the exposure to the 1 
ia! circumstance in deciding whether the accident a1 

must now be considered as definitely over 

it it is lamentable that the mistaken view of the judges 
‘lish Appeal Courts should have been the means of depri 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Judicial Committee of the Privy 


Council, 
§.S. ‘*‘PRINZ ADALBERT ” (part ex-cargo). 2lst May; 3rd July. 


Prize Law--CLam sy Neurrats to Lupricating Ol, CONDEMNED A 
LAWFUL PRIzE—BILLS oF LADING—ONUS ON CLAIMANTS OF SHEWING 
THAT THE GOODS WERE THEIR PROPERTY AT DATE OF SEIZURE. 


The claimants, an American firm, shipped lubricating oil by a German 
steamer to a German firm at Hamburg, in July, 1914. The vessel wus 
seized at Falmouth on 5th August, 1914. Zhe ou was covered by bills 
»f lading, which made delivery to the shippers’ order at Hamburg, and 
were attached to drafts drawn by the claimants on the Hamburg firm 
and discounted in the United States. The discounting bank forwarded 
the documents to Germany. Ultimately the acceptors returned the 
bills of lading to the claimants 

Held, that where transactions originated like the present in time 
peace, wit hout prospect of war, according to gene ral mercantile practice 
which had the force of law, the delivery of an indorsed bill of lading 
made out in the shippers’ name, while the goods were afloat, was equiva 
lent to delivery of the goods themselves, and was effectual to transfer 


if n ade with that intention. The claimants had failed to 
t 


ofr 


wrne»ral } 
discahar e the onus upon them of shewing that they were the owners 
the oil either at or any time after tts seizure. 
Decision of Sir Samuel Evans, P., affirmed. 
Appeal by the claimants, an American company, from a decree of Sir 
P., dated 6th April, 1916, condemning as good and 
f prize juantity of lubricating oil consigned by them, per 
Prinz Adalbe a firm at Hamburg. The appellants contended that 
ey t shi d and consigned the oil to the German firm as the 
agent for sale on the continent of Europe, and that as it had never 
passed t 1y purchaser, having been seized while on board and taker 
to Falmout th: it had always continued to belong to them. The Presi 
lent held that the clamants had failed to establish this, and made the 
order for condemnation appealed from. The appeal was heard before 
Lords Parker, Sumner, Parmoor, Wrensury, and Sir Art 
CHANNELL, and their op vas delivered by 
Lord SUMNER, who s aid that the pa aca were the Crew Levick 
Company, of Philadelphia, neutral shippers, who claimed a consignn 
f lubricating oil shipped and consigned by them per s.s. Prinz Adé 
the Maschin | mport Company of Hamburg The 
, eized } ZA ' i uth on 5th August, 1914 His 
ship, in stating the facts, said that both parcels of oil were cove 
by bills of lading, which made delivery to shippers’ order at Hamt 
und were endorsed in blank by an officer of the claimant compa 
Bills of lading and certificates of insurance were attached to the draft 
which were drawn by the claimants on the Hamburg firm, and 4 
inted in'the United States. In the case of the first parcel of exghty 
six barrels, the drafts reached Hamburg on or before lst August, 1914 
i there was no evidence to shew that the draft of the other parcel of 
8 dr pwn — July was not forwarded by the same mail. The 
was also handed to the Hamburg firm against acceptar 
mnding draft, and ultjmately vhie company returned t 
» the claimants at Philadelphia 3y general mercantile 
had the force of oe, where transactions origin- 
sent in time of peace, without prospect of war, th 
ian ed bill of lading, made out to the shipper’s ordé 
were afloat, was equivalent to delivery of the 
elves, and was effectual to transfer ownership if made with 
ion. The bill of lading was the symbol of the goods. Aj rt 
from specific formalities or similar prescriptions of municipal law not 
v material, such intention was a question of fact. The usual ceuste 
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of dealing in the export of merchandise, and the interest of the parties 
concerned in it, sufficed for the necessary inference in the absence of 
evidence to the contrary. When a shipper took his draft, not as yet 
accepted, but accompanied by a bill of lading, indorsed in that way, 
and discounted it with a banker, he made himself liable on the instru- 
ment as drawer, and he further made the goods, which the bill of Jading 
represented, security for its payment. If, in turn, the discounting 
banker surrendered the bill of lading to the acceptor against his accept- 
ance, the inference was that he was satisfied to part with his security 
in consideration of getting this further party’s liability on the bill, 
and that, in so doing, he acted with the permission and by the mandate 
of the shipper and drawer. Possession of the indcrsed bill of lading 
enabled the acceptor to get possession of the goods on the ship’s arrival. 
If the shipper, being then owner of the goods, authorized and directed 
the banker, to whom he was himself liable and whose interest it was to 
continue to hold the bill of lading until the draft was accepted, to 
surrender the bill of lading against acceptance of the draft, it was 
natural to infer that he intended to transfer the ownership when that 
was done, but intended also to remain the owner until that had been 
done. Particular arrangements made between shipper and consignee 
might modify or rebut these inferences, but in the absence of evidence 
to the contrary, and apart from rules which arose only out of a state 
of war existing or imminent at the beginning of the transaction, the 
general law inferred in these circumstances that the ownership in the 
goods was transferred when the draft drawn against them was accepted. 
Their lordships were unable to agree with the President’s view that 
the property in the oil passed on shipment. In their opinion the 
claimants were owners until the Maschinen Oil Import Company 
accepted the drafts, drawn against the two parcels respectively, but 
no longer. Such was the true inference from the mercantile transactions 
themselves. In their opinion the claimants were not owners of either 
parcel at or at any time after the beginning of the proceedings in prize, 
and therefore they would advise His Majesty that the appeal should be 
dismissed with costs.—CounsEL, for the appellants, Greer, K.C., and 
Dunlop; for the respondents, Sir Frederick Smith, A.G., and Hayner 
Goddard. Soxicrrors, Pritchard & Sons; Treasury Solicitor, 
[Reported by Eusxrws Rarp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Court of Appeal. 


MORRISON v. SHEFFIELD C)RPORATION. No.1. Sth July, 
NEGLIGENCE—HIGHWAY—IRON (GUvuaRp Rounp Trees—RepvcTION oF 

LIGHTING REGULATIONS—ACCIDENT—ALLEGED BREACH oF Duty 10 

Take REASONABLE PRECAUTIONS IN VIEW OF DARKENED STREET 

Pustic HEALTH Acts (AMENDMENT) Act, 1890, s. 43. 

Under the Public Health Acts (Amendment) Act, 1890, s. 43, the 
defendants some years ago planted trees along a publi highway and 
fenced them in with iron guards, which projected outwards in spikes 
at the top. The Chie} Constable of SheffVfeld on 3rd April, 1916, acting 
under the Darkening of Streets Order, directed that, untd further notice, 
all the street lights in Sheffield should be extinguished after a certain 
hour. On 20th April, 1916, the plaintiff was walking along the road after 
the lights had been extinguished, and came in contact with one of the 
iron spikes fencing a tree, and the sight of one eye was practically 
destroyed. The guard was lower than most of the guards, and had 
dropped out of the perpe ndicular, 

Held, that whether, in the altered circumstances due to the darknes 
of the streets, the continuing of the guards round the trees without 
any special precautions was a reasonable exercise cf the powers given 
the lecal authority was a question of fact. The jury found that this 
guard was dangerous in the existing circumstances, and that by the 
ererctise of reasonable care the danger might have been ne utralized, The 
defendants were therefore liable in damages to the plaintiff. 


Appeal by the defendants from a judgment of Roéwlatt, J., on the 
verdict of a special jury in an action tried at Leeds Assizes. In 1902 
the defendants, as the Urban Authority of Sheffield, caused trees to 
be planted in various highways, among others in Abbeyville-road. These 
trees were fenced round with iron guards, between five and six feet 
high, the top of the irons turning outwards. By an Order under the 
Defence of the Realm Regulations for the Central Area, the Chief 
Constable ordered that, until further notice, all the street lights in 
Sheffield should be extinguished after a certain hour. The plaintiff 
was walking down Abbeyville-road after the lights had all been put out, 
and a spike of one of the guards, which was somewhat lower than the 
rest, and was about 5 feet 24 inches from the ground, caught his eye 
and destroyed the sight of it. In an action for damages the jury were 
asked two questions, which, with their answers, were as follows : 
(1) Was the guard dangerous in the circumstance of the darkness that 
existed 7—Yes. (2) Ought the defendants, if they exercised reasonable 
forethought, to have taken reasonable measures to have neutralized the 
danger before the date of the accident?—Yes. Damages, £660 16s. 

Lord Reapinc, C.J., in dismissing the appeal, said it was con 
tended by the defendants that there was no evidence of any breach ot 
duty on their part, and they relied on the fact that the trees and 
guards had been placed in the street under the powers given them as 
the Urban Authority by section 43 of the Act of 1890. They contended 
that having erected these guards, which were admittedly safe in 
normal circumstances, there was no further degree of care imposed 





upon them by reason of the Lighting Order. In his view this argu- 
ment was unsound. Under the proviso to the section he thought it 
clear that the defendants were under an obligation to use reasonable 
care for the whole of the time during which they maintained the guards 
in the public highway. It followed that if, by reason of altered cir 
cumstances, what was not a danger became a danger to anyone lawfully 
using the highway, the standard of their liability was altered also, 
and it was upon the defendants to shew that, in the altered circum- 
stances, they had discharged their duty of taking reasonable care. 
That was a question of fact for the jury, and the jury had found that 
in this case the onus had not been discharged. The appeal failed. 

Pickrorp, L.J., gave judgment to the like effect, and Scrutron, 
L.J., concurred.—CounseL, for the appellants, Z'indal Atkinson, K.C., 
H. 7. Waddy, and W. C. Sandford; for the respondent, Waugh, K.C., 
and 7’. #. Kilison. Soxicrrors, Rollit, Sons, & Compston, for Town 
Clerk, Sheffield; Clegg & Sons, Sheffield 

[Reported by Ensxins Raip, Barristerat-law.] 


WALES v. LAMPTON AND HETION COLLIERIES (LIM.). No. 2, 
9th July, 


WoRKMEN'S COMPENSATION—-ACCIDENT ARISING OUT OF .. . THE EMPLoy- 
MENT—WoORKMAN RETURNING Home ArFTerR Day's WorK—SLIP ON 
A Ramway Rai on Coiuiery PremMises—Raits Dancerovs Ow1na 
rO SEVERE FRrost—WoORKMEN’S COMPENSATION Act, 1906 (6 Eb. 7, 
( ‘a s 1 (1 
l* miner was le iving the colli ry premises ona frosty morning he 

slipped and fell on an iron rail The county court judge found that 
the whole of the countryside was icebound, and that the accident being 
du fo the ety condition of the rad, it did not arise ** out o} ” the 
man & ¢ mploymer t, within the meaning of section 1 (1), and he made his 
award in favour of the employers, 


Held, that the accident arose out of, as well as in the course 


ppl nts employment 


- / l 
Appeal by the applicant from a decision of his Honour Judge Bonsey, 
at the County Court, Durham The applicant was a collier. On the 
morning of 25rd December, 1916, he had finished his work about 5.30 
am., and after leaving his lamp at the lamp room, started for his 
home. His way there was across some railway lines, and while crossing 
them he slipped and fell on a switch on the colliery siding, breaking 
his arm. The switch was rendered slippery and dangerous owing to a 
very severe frost he county court judge found that although the 
accident occurred on the employers’ premises, it was due to the frost, 
and he held that, as the whole country was icebound, the accident 
did not arise out of the man’s employment, but was the result of 
climatic conditions, to which his employment did not specially expose 
him For the appellant it was contended that the principle, as laid 
down in wh cases as Dennis y White & Co., (Lamited) (61 Sonic 
rors’ JOURNAL, ante, p. 558), Fearnley v. Bates & Northcliffe (Limited) 
(61 Soticrrors’ Journat, ante, p. 506), and Z'hom vy. Sinclair (61 Sores 
rors’ JOURNAL, ante, p. 350; 1917, A. C., 127) entitled him to com 
pensation. For the respondents it was submitted that the decision of 
this case should rest on the same prin iple as poverned the decisions in 
what were known as the ‘* weather cases accidents due to frostbite, 
lightning or sunstroke In all those cases it had been held that the 
workman to succeed must establish that by reason of his employment 
he was exposed in some way dr other to a greater degree of risk than 
other people. Here there was no such finding, and the decision 
therefore could not be reviewed 

Swinren Eapy, L.J., after stating the facts, said that the county 
court judge had found that the accident did not arise ‘‘ out of ’’ the 
and that the applicant slipped and fell owing to the 
The applicant appealed. Now, the facts shewed that 
the accident occurred while crossing the lines ofa siding on the coll ery 
premises as he was making his way home, having finished his day’s 
work. There was no suggestion that he ought to have gone by some 
other way than across these lines in order to get from the premises 
on to the road It was a term of his employment that he should use 
this way for leaving the premises from the lamp room. The accident 
r 1 is well as in the course of, his employment, 
Thom v. Sinclair. 


employment 
severe frost 


therefore arose out of, 
within the principle laid down by Lord Shaw in 
He there said that arising out of was not confined to the mere 
nature of the employment, but applied to the employment as such 

to its nature, its conditions, its obligations, and its incidents If by 
reason of anv of these the workman was brought within the zone of 
injured or killed, the broad words of the 


special danger, and 60 
reason of his employment, was 


statute applied The applicant, by ‘ 
compelled to be in this particular place on this frosty morning. Cross- 
ing the siding was the ordinary way of leaving the premises to get to 
his home. There was no suggestion that it was a way which he ought 
not to have taken, or that it was prohibited He thought the acci- 
dent therefore arose out of, as well as in the course of, the man’s 
employment, and that the appeal must succeed, 

,aNKES and Warrinoton, L.JJ., gave judgments to the same effect. 

Counsex, for the appellant, Lowenthal; for the respondents, Rigby, 
Swilt, K.C., and Edgar Meynell. Sorscrrors, Hyman Isaacs, Lewis 
& Co.. for Isaacs & Heath, Sunderiand; Rawle, Johnston, & Co., for 
Cooper & Goodger, Newcastle-upon Tyne 

(Reported by Ensxins Rep, Barrister-at-Lew.] 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 
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Soticrtors, Haslewood, Hare, & Co., for Norgate & Hood, 
Dereham; Harrison, Powell, & J'ulk, for B. H. Vores, East Dereham 


[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barristerat-law.] 


Peteison, J. 
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IN THEIR PayME? Riaeut to Give a Goop Discuarce ror MONEyYs 
: l vt iteur sequestre ppointed under French Emergency Leg 
? t . P 9 lat f 4 j the State of War by a court of ompetent jurisd 
‘ | / ¢¢ ig ag l discharge for a dividend 
J ff a | / / / i / hy the ali emy in respect of wi 
oa ued | good f j fed administrateur sequestre, because 
/ lend th mM, | app t an ts to pl f toft dministrateur sequest 
‘7 l the full mandata j th « htt uch 
s} 
; | The } t is / trateur sequestre of the pr 
| pert Mad Re | ted the Court Madame Rée was t! 
. / | i t le i t ! as resident in Paris The questi 
lingly th s, Oney which ee WV hether a dividend on shares in the defendant " 
festator 8 ire i) par tand mm the name f Madame Reée« sucht to be paid to the 
4 y th har plamitilf I | tiff i ppolmted nistrateur sequestre on the 
l ft bp piicat the P I t rie te pul made to the President 
it lribuna f | t Instance of the Seine, under articles 2 and 3 
| the Decree f 297th September. 1914. which dealt with the contracts and 
propert ( uwd Austro-Hungarians in France. The applica 
| } t pray! that all the movables and immovabl 
i I ia 1 i Madame Rée situate in France or the Frer 
i sha | es fund the ntrol of the Court On 22nd Marci 
In 1901 | } va ppointed by the President of the Tribunal 
ind s¢ ral guar ] treat eq fre Ke ual there was given to hi 
but limi the |} | i é iu fin d’accompli sa mission.’ The 
iarantors could not | defendant mpanyv 7 | . dividend warrant to Madame Rée for 
but their exe | £646 ¢ Od 1 Sey nber. 1916. which in due course came to 
Me he | t | | t plaintiff as administrateur sequestre, who endorsed 
i | ke lant | er, questioned his power to give a good 
eds to be di led ipt lon la wdingly he commenced this action The 
] ! 1907 t } | iY ' it shewed that the Court which made tl! 
t larante re , ! f mpetent jurisdictiog, and not only was tl 
‘ t | t f by the order, but the effect of the orde 
ler u to plai ff mdataire, or ayvent, of Madame Rée for 
j 1 bar nurt and io 4 22 auch 
nl ‘ 1 PETE! J fter stating the facts, said : It seems to be clear u} 
' re hes ts that, apart f t juestion as to what property vests 
\ t 4 plaimtil ad frat r sequestre under the order, he is there! 
Chay ul ted imel the person who is officially appointed agent 
' 1 by t testa | f Madar Rée f the purpose of dealing with any rights she has | 
! to | France or the Frenel At the time when the dividend warra 
i I I d |! Madan Rée had the right to receive any dividend 
¢ t | , ires standing in her name in the defendant company. That 
t hat the | ay rht Madame Rée, and as she is in France that right also is 
fl parate | Frar d that be the result is that, whether or not the pr 
ppointed 3 perty é i in the administrateur sequeatre, and quite apart fr 
1 and £1,59 tl ‘ the plaintiff as mdataire, and by virtue of the orde: 
t hre is the 1 t tor ive dividends on Madame Rée’s shares in t} 
It , tended | defendant pal and ible to give a good discharge to the defendant 
e t hare npal for these dividends. There will be a declaration according 
larantee ; | Counsel Be Veshitt; Owen Thompson. Soricitors, Rowe a 
f the bank as| Waw,; Norton, Rose, Barrington, & Co 
. nullis (Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.) 
r retai } 
past del " 
il t ,r . , . . . 
to, inclading Be 8 King’s Bench Division. 
1887, 37 Ch. D. 683 SARGEANT v. WALLS. Div. Court. 27th June. 
( ry ( et—Pracrice—Remitrep Action—Tort—DIscReTIon 0 
‘ JupGe as To Cost County Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vicr. c. 4 
bank 66, L1¢ 
1 t ! t iT if »t to itled from the High Court to the county 
. , t t / 6 i the County Courts Act, 1888, section 116 
t I the ier e take vay the discretionary power of the judg 
re enant 
t le t 1a — ; 4 ' 
ficiarv ¢ p Appeal by the d lant ym the Marylebone County Court 1 
hetter } | action for tres} igainst the plaintiff's landlord for entering on t! 
| res} f 4 yr | premise l ren ng certain goods Che action was originally bre 
f I f in the High Court for £100, but was remitted to the county court I} 
f i ‘ | ‘ " ‘ r t t id i irded the plaintiff £15 15s. damaues for the 
d 1 nav t t ler Col. B. of the County Court Scale. Defendant 
int eo tenet ted that tl judge had no power to grant costs « ' 
0.1} yy and Re ile | r than that apy ible to the amount recovered, and referre 
iptey enak hin ection 116, sub-section 2, of the County Courts Act, 1888, wl 
Pe Ri 1206 per i¢ t it il wtion founded on tort brought in the High C 
had hee: } } l have beet mmenced in the unty court, if the pla 
the testator with tl m f £10 or upwards, but less than £20, he shall not 
It s difficult. h ‘ It not t he would have been if the action had | 
r from the right of | he hit om the rt Section 66, as to remitted actions of 
the son's subsequent | pr les that the costs previous to remitter shall be allowed or 
nt I 1 High ¢ rt Seale, and after remitter on the County Court Scale Th 


be L. | 


P 


i? 


£313 must 


| 


held 


read subject to section 116, and he 


PR 


a 
toy 
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that, under the two sections, he could not give the plaintiff any costs on 
the High Court Scale; but he further held that he could give fhe 
plaintiff county court costs on a scale higher than that applicable to 
the sum recovered under ord. 53, 1 17. of the County Court Ruk 
which provides that where the demand is unliquidated, ind the plaintiff 
recovers less than the amount claimed, the judge may order that his 
costs be taxed on the scale applicable to the amount claimed, or on any 
intermediate scale. He held that this rule applied to remitted actions 
which after remitter become county court actions for all purposes 


Bray, J., said it was clear that the judge had jurisdiction to make 
the order, unless ord. 53, r. 17, was ultra vires The defendant 
contended that the rule was ultra vires because it was contrary to 
section 116 of the County Courts Act, 1888; that a party cannot recover 
more costs than he would have been entitled to if the action had been 
brought in the county court, and the judge had made no special order 
and that the section takes away the discretion of the judge which he 
would otherwise have White v. Cohen (1893, 1 Q B. 580 where it 
was held that section 116 is applicable to all actions in the High Court 
which might have been tried in th unty urt It has to be seen 
whether, by section 116, the county court judge is deprived of the 
discretion which he would otherwise have to sav upon which s e the 
costs should be taxed Eve ly Rrown (1906. 2 K. B. 88 
decided under section 65 but there s no substantial difference between 
that and section 66. It decided that section 65 did not take aw iy the 
to costs Section 116 was not referred 


} 

a 
4 
+ 


county court judge’s discretion as 
to, but the words of that section do not seem so strong as those o 
section 65 Section 116 does not appear to take away the judge’s dis 


cretion as to costs 
Avory, J., agreed, and said he saw nothing inconsistent betwee 
ord 53 ! 17 and section 116 Appeal dismissed CouUNSFI 


Moyses and Martin O’Conno for the plaintiff: 7Zorton-Smith. for the 
defendant. Sortcrtors, F. J. Stewart tired Docker 
[Reported by G. H. Knott, Barrister-at-Law 


MOSS JACOBS v. DAVIS. Shearman, J. 2nd Jnly. 
BREACH OF PRomIs! t1GHT TO ENGAGEMENT RING 


the recognition f ar enqage 


Tf the party to whom a ring is given a 
of the ring has ar 


ment to marry hreakea off the enqaqeme he giver 
action for ite return 

The plaintiff sued for the return f a diamond ring which he had 
given to the defendant on their engagement to marry He also alleged 
an express condition that the ring should be returned in case the 
marriage did not take place. The defendant denied this express cor 
dition, and claimed the property in the ring and the right to retain it, as 


the plaintiff himself had broken off the engagement 
SHEARMAN, J It is clear that the ring was given for the purpose of 
signifying that the parties were bound by a contract to marry It was | 


not a gift or present in the ordinary sense. On the facts of the case he 


held that the defendant herself had broken off the eng 


ivement ()y 

the other hand, he held that the plaintiff did not give the ring on express | 
} | 

| 


terms of return if the marriage did not take place The question was 
therefore reduced to the neat point as to the right to the engagement 
ring when the intended marriage does not take place The questi 


had not risen before in this country, as, a 


rding t ood sense and 
feeling, the ring is returned with other presents Lord Hardwicke 


Rohinson v. ¢ ummings 1742. 2 Atkvns. 409 dealt with the queetion of | 
presente in general from the man to the woman, but not with the ques 

tion of the engagement ring The engagement ring arose out of the | 
early view of marriage as a contract to buy a woman as a chattel. It | 


holds the place of the arrha or arral in contract of Sponsalia in 


toman law, and this found its way into early English law The engage 
early character, and it is to be considered 
to be returned if the 
whether it is treated 


ment ring has not‘lost its 
as given on the clear understanding that it is 
engagement is broken off. The result is the same 
as a pledge or as a conditional gift. There will be an order for the ring | 
to be returned.—CounseL, Austin Farlegh, for the plaintiff: Ernest 
Wild, K.C.. and RP. Woodfin, for the defendant SOLICITOR Ralph 
Raphael; W B. Glasier | 
{Reported by G. H. KNort, Barrister-at-law.] 


In one of the recent aeroplane raids over London the enemy did some 
damage of naval importance by dropping a bomb on the premises 
the firm of printers who were preparing Sea Pic for the bookstal! | 
The whole of the first edition of one hundred thousand copies of the pul | 
| 
| 


f 


ication, which is issued under the auspices of the Navy League and 
ld for the benefit of British naval prisoners in the hands of the enemy 
was in the building at the time Notwithstanding 


by bombs, and the lower floors snffered 


the fact that the tw 


t p stories were de nolished 


severely from a fire which broke out, great damage being done by the 
flames and the volume of vate poured on them, much of the editi 
if Sea Pie ’’ was saved, and by the energy of the pul she ind ti 
kind help of several printers, a second edition is promptly got read | 
to replace the copies destr ved The magazine 6 now ¢ sale evel 
where ls. 6d.), and in addition to beir ya most attractive com lat 

it has a unique interest as a little bit of 


of pictures and reading matter 
the British Navy which took its share 
came through the ordeal unbeaten 


f German bombardment and 
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And whereas by section two of the Customs (Exportation Restriction 
Act, 1914, a Proclamation made under section one of the Exp rtatim 
of Arme Act 1900, 1 y he varied or added to whilst a atate of war 
exists by an Order 1 e by the Lords of the Council on the recom 
mendation of the Board of Trade: 

And whereas by an Order of Council dated the Tih day of October 
1915, the said Proclamation of the 25th day of June, 1915, was amended 
by the substitution of a new Schedule for the Sk hedule to that Proclama 
tion : 

Ana x1 creas t 


: , 
re was thie day read at the Board a recommendatior 


from the Board of Trade to the following effect 
That the Proclamation dated the 25th day of June, 1915, as amended 


should be further amended by the substitution for the Schedule to that 


, ‘ 


Proclamation, aa amended, of the f wing ‘ 


SCHEDULE 


Authorized Persons 


The Netherlands | All Articles except:— The Government of the 
1. Printed matter of Netherlands or any De- 
all descriptions partment thereof (pro- 
Empty receptacles,, vided that the permis- 
exeept bags or] sion of the Secretary of 
wrappers made of’ State for Foreign Affairs 
ute, returned to is previously obtained) ; 
the Netherlands. apy British Diplomatic 
Worn clothing and or Consular Officer in the 
other personal Netherlandsor any Diplo- 
effects matic or Consular Officer 
Live animals other inthe Netherlands of an 
than animals ordi allied or neutral country 
narily used for (provided that in the case 
human food of consignments to Diplo- 
Sanitary earthen matic or Consular Officers 
ware, withenut fit- of nentral countries the 
tings of any kind. permission of the Seere- 
Pottery and com- tary of State for Foreign 
mon earthenware Affairs is previously eb- 
for table andhouse- tained); the Netherlands 
hold purposes. Oversea Trust or (in the 
to0ks case of any prohibited or 
Dolls and toys restricted goods which 
(except electric are authorized by licence 
torches). to he exported) the person 
Wooden clock named in the licence as 
cares consignee. 
Slates and slate 
pencils, 
Postage stamp 
albums and picture 
postcard albums, 
Tiles. 








Now, therefore, &c., it 1s hereby ordered that the same be approved 
hereof the Commiasioners of His Majesty's Customs and Excise 
Director of the War Trad Departmer t, and all other persons whom 

tal , 


moern are to take notice and govern themselves accondi giy 


The Coal Transport Order, 1917. 


Ornper or THE Boarp or Trane, paten THe 4tu Jury. 1917, AND MADE 
UNDER ReGcuiations 2r To 251 anp 9G oF THE DEFENCE OF THE 
Reatm Recreations 


The Beard of Trade I rder aa f 

l With a view to eff 4 worn le j yvort ane if f ilitating 
the supply of « auc rict s may | pl n the transport 
coal from particular areas or particular collieries in the United Kingdon 
to part war areas or pal ilar destinations as the Board of Trade may 
from time to t © ¢ eT ecessary and when such restrictions are 
80 placed t al ] | ¢ f ery , or iffex ted thereby to omply 
with the requirem<s » purposes of giving 
effect theret 

Contracta for the sale of coal shall be abi t » euch extent and 
om such dates as m be deeme | the Board of Trade to be 

necessary } rder to secure omp! wn juirements inder 
this Order 

3. The requirements of the Board of ” ‘ this Order shall be 
notified in the form of directions issued to time by the Cor 
troller of Coal Mines Such directi« ll of 
following matters 
a) The restriction or discontin of the transport of « al fron 
particular areas or particu'ar coll es to particular areas or particular 
destinations, either absolutely or by any specified method of trans 
port or otherwise than | ch method of transport as may be 
specified. 

b) The contracts which are to be regarded as abrogated with a 
view to facilitating compliance with such directions 





ie 





c) Furnishing information by and to such parties and in such 
forms as may be specified in the directions 

d) ‘Any other matters for which provision may be necessary 
the purpose of this Order 


4. Infringements of this Order are summary Offences, subject to 
penalties under the Defence of the Realm Regulations. 
5. This Order may be cited as the Coal Transport Order, 1917. 
Signed on behalf of the Board of Trade, this 4th day of July, 1917. 
LLEWELLYN SMITH 


Defence of the Realm (Liquor Control). 


ORDER \MENDMENT) OF THE CENTRAL Contror Board (Lieror 
Trarric) For THE SouTHERN MILITaRY AND TRANSPORT AREA 


We the Centra! Control Board (Liquor Traffic) in pursuance of the 
powers conferred upon us by the Acts and Regulations relating to the 
Defence of the Realm hereby make the following Order : 

1. This Order shall apply to so much of the Southern Military and 
Transport ‘Area [60 Soricrtors’ JourNaL, 294] as comprises the Borough 
and Petty Sessional Division of Andover, in the County of Southampton 
so much of the Petty Sessional Division of Warminster, in the County 
of Wilts, as lies to the North East of the Great Western Railway line 
from Salisbury to Trowbridge, and the Parishes of Chute, Chute Forest 
Ludgershall, North Tidworth, Collingbourne TDucis, Collingbourne 
Kingston, Everley, Fittleton, Figheldean, Milston. Netheravon, Upavon 
Enford, Tilshead, Bulford, Cholderton, Newton Tony, Amesbury, Wils- 
ford, Durrington, Shrewton, Orcheston St. Mary, Orcheston St. George 
tollestone, Winterbourne Stoke, Maddington, Berwick St. James 
Steeple Langford and Stapleford in the County of Wilts. 

2. After paragraph (d) of Article 3 of the Order of the Board now i: 
force in the Area, and made on the seventeenth day of February, 1916 
60 Soricrrors’ Jocrnat, 38), the following paragraph shall be added 


e) Notwithstanding anything contained in Article 2 (1) of this 
no person shall either by himself or by any servant or agent 

ipply to any person in any licensed premises or club a 

ts to be consumed on the premises or consume or permit a1 
person to consume in any such premises or club any spirits except 
between the hours of 12 noon and 2.30 p.m. on weekdays and 


between the hours of 12.30 p.m. and 2.30 p.m. on Sundays. 


And the said Article shall be read as if the foregoing paragraph wer 
inserted therein. 

3. The secretary of every club to which this Order applies and every 
holder of a licence for the sale of intoxicating liquor to be consumed on 
the premises in the above-mentioned part of the area shall keep per 
manently affixed in some conspicuous place in the club or in each publi 
room in the 1 censed premises a copy of this Order. 

4. This Order shall come into force on the eleventh day of July, 1917 

Given under the Seal of the Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic) 
this third day of Jnlv. 1917. 
D’ ABERNON, 
Chairman. 
Joun PEDDER, 
Member of the Board, 


—-—— 


P 
Army Council Orders. 
SHEEP AND LAMB SKINS. 
War Office, 
th June, 1917 
In pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by the Defence of 
the Realm Regulations, the Army Council do hereby order that a: 
persons engaged in the purchase, sale or manufacture of Sheep and 
Lamb Skins, taken from Sheep or Lambs killed in Great Britain, in« lad 
ng Sink Bambs and Morts, or any article wholly or partly manufa 
tured therefrom, shall comply with the following regulations :— 
1) Save as hereinafter sper fically excepted. no fellmonger shall wit 
mit a permit issued by or on behalf of the Director of Army Contracts 
iny Skins of the descriptions aforesaid (other than those fron 
Lambs) for a period exceeding three weeks after the re ei pt by 
the Wovlled Skins, but all fellmongers shall deliver such skins 
tid duly fellmongered to a Tanner or Dresser within the said 
led that no person shall without a permit iseued by or on beh alf 
» Thrector of Army Cantracts. fellmonger, sell or deliver any Shea: 
ns of the descriptions aforesaid which would when fellmongered 
Extra Pelt, but shall salt them immediately on receip* 
uml keep them f nepection by a person authorized by t! 
f Arr y Com Sn h skins chal he re-® alt« d Ww thin 7 da 
int thereo nd if they have not been inspected within 
eceipt, application shal] be m ude to the Director of Arn 
permmesion to fellmonger them 
Grading of Pelte. 
’ ’ n his possession any skins, pelts or basi J 
cannot put into work for manufac 
1 Leather within 30 dave of the date hereot 
the Woolled Skins, which ever period sha 
zh rthwith notify the Director of Army Contract 
; er or Dresser of Sheep Skins of the description aforesatd 
vithont a permit issued by or on behalf of the Director of Arm) 
tan or dress any such Skins, Pelts or Basils otherwise than 
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for the oe waging of leather for the purposes of a Government Con 
tract or order, or for such other purpose as may be approved by or ot ” x 
behalf of the Director of Army & = icte " sia Army Council Order. 
by Order of the Army ul RAW HIDES, 
KR. H. Brave War Office 
; 4th July, 1917. 
_purs n of the powers erred wy them Defence of 
IMPORTED SHEEP AND LAMB SKINS. he Realm Regulations, the Army Counc! hereby give notice as follows, 
War Office, “. ; . rc ‘ . s . 
With June, 1917. . \" ve ee ea ae aw Hides taken from 
In pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by the Defence of | "°% “repr aPhppes, Aa ething panes oaypatere tag yy ngdom at the date 
the Realm Regulations, the Army Coun il do hers v order that all - , —— ded that not ng herets ained sh ’ r to Hides 
persons engaged in the purchase, sale or manufacture a yu dr and Lam! geal mpMon Moreamd that | fF man ire ad 
Skins of foreign and/or Colonial origin, including Sl nk Lambs, or any 
article wholly or partly manufactured therefrom al mply woth t ‘ 
folowing reguiations :— , 
Any person having in hv possession any Skins, Pelts or Basils of 
the _* scr pi tions — said. uch he cannot put into work for manufa : - . 
ture into Basils o1 Finished Leather within 50 days of the date hereof, can : a ee _ on 
or of the receipt by him of the Skins, Pelts or Basils—whichever period iam an seals wun the ny way comrary 
shall be the longer—shall forthwith notify the Director of Army Con : ny _— : — “a : ae 
tracts. ; ; have been grant 1 respect thereof, he sh b ty of an offence 
2) No Tanner or Dresser of Sheep and Lamb Skins of the descrip P — 
tions aforesaid shall without a permit issued by or behalf of the Directo: Army 
of Army Contracts, tan or dress any such Sk. ns, Pelts or Bastls other Brave, 
wise than for the production of leather fo » purposes of ; overn 


ment Contract or Order or for such other pu P se as May be approved Food Orders. 
by or o behalf of the Director of Ann “ s 
a tg x cage ny Cont rHE PUBLIC MEALS ORDER (No. 3), 1917 


By Order of the Army Genme 
R. H. Brave ercise, ¢ the Food ) er hereby orders that the Public 
= ea rder. 1 einafter called the Principal Order [ante 
THE STANDING TIMBER (UNITED KINGDOM) ORDER, 1917 
War Office, ; p The words ‘‘ except article rel ting to px oes’ hall be deleted 
' ide 4th Ju ~ 2 . fror lanes of the Principal Order 
rsuance : ywers conferred upon them by the efence of r 4) ] } } } 

In pursuan of the power — red upon tl by the D f ! ; nies of e Principal Order eaf tr inted under the 
the Realm Regulations, tne Army Council do hereby order as follows : } y of Majesty’s Smtionerv Office . inted with the 
1. From the date hereof until further notice no p n shall, without ymission of clause 2 of tl f tl 1 re ted to 
a permit issued by or on behalf of the ( ntroll rf mber Suppes = leted bv this Order. and the ncipal Order shall hereafter take 
buy any Standing Timber in the United Kingd yrovided that noting ffect. as if it had been n caniactos lassi 

herein contained shall apply 4. Th rder mav be cited he blic Meals Order (No. 3). 1917 

(1) to any purchase of Real Estate aving mber standing 3rd July, 1917 Ruoxppa, Food Controller 
thereon } - 
2) to any purchase of standing Timber for an amount not exceed 


ing in the aggregate for any one purchase1 respect of any period Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Appeals 








may 


further 


f the 
the 


ea 


; | 
of three months the sum of Three Hundred Pounds The Sp | Appeal Tribunal appointed by the Minister of Pensions 


2. All persons engaged in the purchase or sale of Standing Timb« s now ready nsider appeals fror ’ ded sailors and soldiers 
shal furni sh RU h pal ru var sas to their bus ness MS mA be requi ed ll f sion } heir d bilities re t ittributable to, nor 
from tume to tame by or on behalf of the Controller of T limber Supp 

3. This Order may be cited as The Standing 1 r (United King nv n ' vishes ppeal on these grou wild apply to the 
dom) Order, 1917. nsion mmittee of ] loc: or assistance in drawing up 

By Order of the Army Counci 1s whic whe mple ould be forwarded to the Ministry 

R. H. Brave ensi else in the case of a soldier, or to the Ministry of 

o_e ansion Nnster House, Millbank. ir the case of a sailor 

; mbers of t Tribunal are: Judge Parry (chairman Admiral 

THE HOME-GROWN TIMBER PRICES (GREAT BRITAIN) ir Imot Fawl jeutenant-General Sir A. S. Codrington. Dr. Nor 
ORDER, 1917 nat ool ’ AT Pollard, and M A. Bellan 

War Office, 

4th July, 1917 “= oe 

In pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by the Defence of Ss 
the Fae Regu'ations, the Army Council Ronde order as follows :— ocieties. 

1. From the date hereof until fur ‘the r notice no person shall, without pon ‘ 
a permit issued by or on behal f of the Controller of Timber Supplies The Law Society. 
sel] any Timber grown in Great nitain of the descriptions set out in ANNUAL MEETING 
the Schedule hereto annexed at wees exceeding the prices set out in 
the said Schedule, or such other prices as in any pafticular 
be allowed by or on behalf of the Controlle of Ti mbe r Si upp 

2. AU persons engaged in the purchase or sale of converted Timbe: 
including pitwood, grown in —_— Britain shal] furnish su - particulars 
as to thelr business as may be require d from time to time by or on “nie . h ; ; on 
behalf of the Controller of Ti mber Supplies ( harles Edward Barry (Bristol), *Mr. Harry Rowsell Blaker (Henley 

This Orde rmayv be c teal ; S i rVewT r mber Pr Ces reg on I hames Mr John J mes Dum Lile totte rell "Mr kad 4 ird Bramley 
1917 Sheffield Mr. . hn Wreford Budd, Mr. Lewin Bampfield Carslake, 
By Order of the Army Council, Mr. Alfred He Coley (Birminghan Mr. Cecil Allen Coward, Sir 

R. H. Brape Homewood Crawf: ord Mr. Alfred Davenport, Mr. Weeden Dawes, Mr. 

[Schedule of Prices.) Robert W iam Dibdin. Mr. Walter Henry Foster, Mr. Herbert Gibson, 
Mr. Charles "G ddard. Mr. John Roger Burrow Gregory, the Hon 
7 aon lobert Henry Lyttelton. Mr. Philip Hubert Martineau, Mr Joseph 
= ° Farmer Milne (Manchester Mr. Robert Chancellor Nesbitt, Mr. Alex 
Explosives A ct, 1875. ander Paris (Southampton lalegh Buller Phillpotts, *Mr. Richard 
PRIVY COUNCIL NOTIOE Alfred Pir ent (Birminghan ) i Ibert Kave Rollit, LL.D., D.C.L., 
Litt.D. (Chertsey Mr. Char / old Samson, Mr. William Arthur 

Pr vy Council Office. 10th July. 1917 Sharpe Mr Frederi Oddit vior >. 7. Norwich Mr Richard 

Notice is hereby given that, after the expiration of 40 days from the | Stevens Taylor, Sir Walter ! r. William Melmoth Waltere, 
date hereof, it ‘s proposed to submit to His Majesty in Council, in[ *Mr. W im Arthur Weightman iver 1 Water-street). and 
pursuance of the above-named Act, the Draft of ar Order runcil Mir. W m H ird Winterbothan Iso Mr. EF. R. Cook (Secretary) 
repealing {he Order in Council of the 11th June, 1910, whereby t * Denotes extraordinary member 
nitro-tolual was exempted from the provisions of the above named Ac VACANCIES IN THE CouUNctI 

And Notice is hereby further given that, in accordance with the pr ; 
visions of the Rules Publication Act, 1893, copies of the proposed Draft There were twelve vacancies on the Council, ten of which sed caused 
Order in Council can be obtained by any public body, within 40 days | by retirement in rotation, one by the de of Sir Henry Johnson, and 
of the date of this Notice, at the Privy Council Office, Whitehall, one by the retirement of Mr Walter Dows« Thirteen candidates had 





The annual general meeting of the Law Society was held at the 
Society's Hall cerv-lat on Friday. the 6th inst.. Mr. Thomas 
Eggar (Brighton), the retiring President, taking the chair. The follow 
ng members « Youncil were among those present Mr. Samuel 
Garrett (Vice-President), Mr. Alfred John Morton Ball (Stroud), *Mr 
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say that the applicati was not ac eded to, the reason given being] proper recommendations could be made to enlarge the jurisdiction of the 
that no fund existed ou which such a grant could be made It was | county courts, unrestrictedly throwing open that jurisdiction, so that 
felt, therefore, that it was a matter of urgency, in view of the prospects | the whole of litigation could be passed through the county courts 
of educational recons er the i it some alternative plan | And for this reason. Sup posing litigation to be initiated in the county 
should be adopted. The nine fore, after consulting the Pro-| court, it should be open to either party at any time to apply for it to 
vincial Law Societies eRe smorial to th reasury urging that | be remitted to the High Court; but at the same time, the proceedings 
out of the stamp v nn l ct 4 " \lors) practising cer having been instituted in the county court, the costs of the proceeding 
tificates a definite uw i I I for e xpendit ure by the should be limited to the county court scale. and there would be broug t 
Council to provide f gal e m1 andon and the prov ine es He | into practice what he believed would be a benefit, the abolition of th: 
regretted to say that this est Ti been 1 : Che Council | crushing costs of litigation, which should not be borne by the opposit 
were still considering th ject, and he cerely ted that, sooner | parties unless they chose to shoulder those costs themselves. It wou 
or later, it might bx ! to 1e solution of the difficulty bring in the American system of having a fixed range of costs, which al! 
Phe Society had beet ' ng on é , of legi be ation rithowt | litigants would know would be about the amount for which they wou 
outside aid, | 4 — “ury oe oe nstituted *‘ for] be rendered liable, and the more or less archaic and cumbrous and 
ir} 7 ting profession mprove t and: / itating the acquisition | practicable system of costs and their taxation in vogue at present wor 
f legal | knowledge fehieit in ite Tu e » fact that | be swept away, with great benefit, he believed, to the community 
the men who other ’ be ‘ vs nations and its} Jarge, and, he thought, to members of the profession generally, — 
classes w ng th rt the def f the count He could ’ . 
I ng t : a res due weight at QUALIFICATION OF WOMEN. 
the easury re i to be seen whether m could be found to Then the report dealt with the Solicitors (Qualification of Wom: 
induce them to reconsid e y moving the I] He was rather sorry that the Council should have gone out of 
adopti n of the or ; + way to address letters to the Prime Minister and es reporting 
Vice-PRESIDENT 8% é he mot that the Society, in general meeting held on the 26th January, 1917 
had decided, having regard to the fact that about four thousand 
solicitors and articled clerks are absent on active service, that the 
present was not an opportune time, in their absence, to consider the 
iestion of whether women should be made eligible to become solicitors 
he Council agreed with that decision, and considered accordingly it 
as undesirable that Lord Buckmaster’s Bill should be proceeded wit) 
ventured to think that if they referred to what really transpired 
unuary meeting it would be found that a decision was deferred 
vithstanding that, in the report and in the circular letter men 
tioned, which the Council sent to every member of the House of Lords 
who happily disregarded it, they made the statement that the Society 
had decided against the Bill. He ventured to state that that particular 
allegation of the Council was not quite accurate. But the report went 
further, and said that the Council had passed a resolution that the Bill 
should be opposed ‘‘ in principle.’’ He would respectfully ask whether 
leal of departmental book that was an unanimous resolution of the Council—the framing, not only 
to those solicitors who | Of the circular to members of the House of Peers, but also the report, 
that the duty should be| Would seem to indicate it was an unanimous resolution. He was rathet 
ld be demanded and then | inclined to hope, in fact he fervently and earnestly believed, that the 
embers of the Society, | Council was not entirely unanimous. If that were so, would it not have 
ces, would feel substan been fair not to have published in the report, which was more or less 
disseminated amongst those people who took an interest in this matter 
the fact that the Council was opposed in principle. Further, they 
were taught to believe the Council was a quasi-judicial body. The 
‘ usion of the Long | Council could only express an opinion ‘‘on principle’? when such 
Vacat cil receive mpl hat th thorities responsible | opinions were requested by the members. And here the Council, by 
for the pu mn of the ise List ud omitted to give | its report, had, more or less obtrusively, expressed its ex parte opinion 
adequate artic ne ein eolicito s to the date on which | It was to be hoped that, before the Council sought to speak for every 
their causes ild be tris teprese! n the subject were made | member of the Society, the views of the members of the Society would 
to t a the Lor ef Justice, as the result of | first be obtained, and, having regard to the general view, which he was 
notice will be available | not inclined to disagree with, that the question should be deferred 
in future bse tl é nm some communications | until the time when solic itors who were serving at the front should be 
bet weer ul the t esponsi wr the cause lists able also to express their opinion at a general meeting of the Society, 
he presumed tl ite gi ever » of some use to] he thought that the report, which dealt with a subject all-embracing 
members of fession. « r 1 ! ‘ ty f some repre ind entirely extensive, should not postulate what the opinion of 
sentation i le the associate é i i cont ! members of the Society was, when that opinion had never been asce! 
the lists, that instea the rious courts t ‘ your tained Might he give them three short items from the point of view 
opened at varyil i t ng f 1 quarter to te ‘leven o' of the statisti on the matter? 
some rd " ' nxec f igh rye ( v benefit The PRESIDE I must ask you to take the leave of the meeting 
of \ t es] i eo} eve o'el ¢, and that Mr. Bets sai e would confine his remarks to one incident. The 
woul ) reat f ! ese time i d staffs. He] Council seeme to imply from their report that the sphere ot 
did urg ‘ t ea prese i 1 to the authorities to some | women influence or usefulness was more or less wasted in the 
such ‘ t dif i | the ry, the witnesses, | eourts He happened to witness a_ pleasant incident in the time 
and \\ exces i t fo 1 s, toa at the courts | courts within the last fourteen days It concerned a_ lady subs 
at an earlie ir, because they had cally to put the machine of | official of the votive age, of whom as a class he thought every the 
their offices mot re i ating member of the profession would agree that they exercised their official SUIT 
Kixa’s Beni VI . GGESTED IMPROVEMENT AND SIMPLIFICATION | duties with remarkable and -concentrated assiduity and with absolute that 
EDURE AND PRACTIC# detachment from more or less surrounding circumstances, which con of t 
The Cour | ‘ eir report with the sim ition of siderably enhanced the work, and the expedition with which that work to ] 
cedure an : lows The Cour ‘ done. He saw a most patriarchal and paternal kindly act pet prac 
detail the succestions f he improvement and simplification of. pro ned by the presentation to the lady to whom he had referred of a to a 
cedure and ctl ne I g's Ber h V I vhich are ) in youqguet rf very excellent roses, coul 
Appendix 8 o ort of the Royal Co sion on Delays in that he Prestpent : A very agreeable incident of the afternoon. were 
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extent have dif from them. They have submitt ‘ ll report on | officials, and the donor was no less a personage than a most respecte 
the aubject to » Lord Chancellor in the hope that he may » his wav | master of the Supreme Court He thought that was one indicatior 
to recommend tl ews to the Supren ( ' mmittes If | a great many more which shewed that the change which the Solicitors mem 
he apprehend t v, the full report ' : in the Council's Qualification of Women) B ll would bring about was one that woul fact 
report of last yea ere another repe he would suggest that | be recognized not only by the community, but, he thought, when it occa: 
the members o é iety should have an opportunity of seeing | was brought about, by the profession at large mucl 
should have ror , } it il ‘ rt was before it 
be recorded n ¢ re " nim ‘ ¢ it of pimior The 
report wave a c¢ i " nt attent f ts of litigation and \ir. Barry Couren (London) said the excellent address of the Presid 
to the improveme un mplihcation « recedu rhis, he thoug had dealt with two matters, one the question of legal education, t 
would be con bly ! need the | ! \ ’ other that in which they as solicitors took a greater interest, the pr 
Decentralisation tection of the profession, a very important matter for them to consider 
NTY UR and for which the funds of the Society ought to be increased The 
Having regard to that particular pr he urged upon the | President had referred to the subject of the clerks whom solicit 
had lost during the war, and very rightly pointed out that that should 
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be considered in the future. He would like to call attention to the 
fact that the accountants had, within the last few days, by their 
pressure and influence, placed themselves in the position of a reserved 
occupation. He thought the Council were entitled to express the views 
of the Society, and that they should endeavour to get the solicitors put 
in the same category. 
Bustness Names Act 

Then there was the matter of the Business Names Act. He thought 
that solicitors ought to bestir themselves in this matter and endeavour 
to promote legislation in the interest of the profession. He believed 
it had been a very great mistake in the practice of the Society in the 
past—perhaps they could not help themselves—to admit unnaturalized 
persons as articled clerks. They used to be allowed to become articled 
clerks when still unnaturalized, and, as long as they were naturalized, 
they were admitted as solicitors. No one should be allowed to be 
articled until he was a British subject. On the other hand, it was 
somewhat hard upon natural-born British subjects to have to put on 
their notepaper their German name, if they had one. He knew a case 
of an Englishman whose name was somewhat similar to a German name 
He came into a property, where he took another name, a German name, 
and he now had to put that name on his notepaper as well as his own 
English name. This was most unfair and unreasonable. If the Act 
had been confined to Germans, or persons of German origin, he could 
quite appreciate it, but it was most unfair that natural-born British 
subjects should have been put in so anomalous a position. He did not 
think that if the Council had had funds at their disposal in the way he 
had suggested, they would have been content with that reply from 
the Government. I1t was always the same answer, ‘‘do not consider 
that they could usefully interfere.’ He urged the Council strongly to 
interfere in matters of vital importance affecting the interests of the 
profession, nat of members of the society only, ‘but still more of the 
solicitors in general, who ought to have the protection of the society. 

Costs IN THE KinG’s Benen Division 


The question of costs in the King’s Bench Division had been referred 
to, but as a practising solicitor, he approached the matter from a ver) 
different point of view. He wanted to see the Council applying pressure 
to the end that solicitors might be properly remunerated. ‘Lhere was 
the matter, for instance, of instructions for brief on appeal. They kuew 
that no fees were allowed to solicitors in connection with briefs to 
counsel in the Appeal Court and the House of Lords, whilst the solicitor 
had to do an enormous amount of work. One of the most respected 
taxing masters allowed one guinea for the solicitor; it was a matte! 
of discretion, and perhaps he had really no power And yet the 
solicitor would have to bring before him a bill which was almost entirely 
counsels’ fees. There ought to be a fixed scale for instructions for 
briefs on appeals, and the solicitor ought to have half the amount 
of the fee allowed to the leading counsel on appeals to the Court of 
Appeal or to the House of Lords. ‘That was the kind of work he wanted 
to see the Council carrying on, the protection of the profession in all 
these matters. For years past the society did not seem to have had 
the courage to stand up for themselves. The report referred to what 
they all saw now—namely, the terribly complex nature of the forms 
in the Probate Division in connection with wills and duties. There 
was another subject which as a body they might usefully employ their 
influence in correcting, which if solicitors had had to deal with these 
new regulations would never have arisen. It was a matter of the very 
greatest difficulty to deal with the present forms. With regard to all 
these matters he urged that the Society should be placed in a position 
as far as funds were concerned to carry through the proper propaganda 
on behalf of the interests of the profession and of the public themselves. 


Time oF MEETINGS. 


Mr. CHARLES BAKER London) said he wished to draw attention to the 
time for which the general meetings of the so ety were called He 
submitted that two o clock in the day was about the worst time that 
the members of a busy profession could be called together. It was not 
surprising that there were so few members there on the present occasion, 
that of the annual meeting, and it would be noticed that already many 
of those who were there at the beginning of the proceedings had had 
to leave. The society represented the large and important body of 
practising solicitors, and it was next to impossible for a London solicitor 
to attend—he would say nothing about the country solicitors, as they 
could not be at the meeting to discuss the very important subjects which 
were mentioned in the report. He suggested that the Council should 
arrange that the meetings should be held at 5 o'clock in the afternoon, 
at which hour the vast body of the members could attend. 

Mr. J. H. Jones (Gloucester) said it was very seldom that the country 
members were able to be present at these meetings. But, owing to the 
fact that the meetings were held at two in the afternoon, they could 
occasionally come. He thought it should be borne in mind that it was 
much easier for the London solicitor to attend. Five o'clock would put 
attendance out of the question for the provincial solicitor. 

Mr. H. J. Gipngy (Aylsham) supported the remarks of the last speaker 
This was the first meeting he had attended, and certainly if it had been 
called for 5 o'clock he could not have been present. There would be 
no chance of a country solicitor attending at that hour. 

Mr. Baker said the country members did not seem to take much 
advantage of the present hour of meeting. 


Business Names Act 
Mr. H. W. D. Kwnicur (London) called attention to the Business 
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CERTIFICATE Duty 
With regard to Mr. Bell’s observations about practising certificates, he 
seemed to have forgotten that it was necessary that the certificate duty 
should be paid in order that the solicitor’s name should get into the 
Law List rherefore, if the fee was not paid at the beginning of the 
year the name did not appear there, and that was very essential for his 
practice, a d it was to be remembered that he could get the money 
T there was no real difficulty about it 
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With regard to what Mr. Bell had said about the last general meeting, 
his recollection was that made an address in which he referred to 
the Bill and ) ed an opinion that, in the absence of so many 
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rect in what it he Bill, and that was the opinion, so far as it 
was possible to gatl on, Of the Council upon the subject. That 
was how the Council hz ef t here was the Bill, but he did not 
think there wa. any chance of 1 oming into jaw just yet 
Mr Beul Wa 
The PRestpent re you referring to the Council 
Mr. Beir : Ye 
The PRESIDEN! t at liberty to cell you what passed at the 
think there is any advantage in knowing 
whether one or two, many, voted in the majority, if there was 
a divisior At all events, the resolution was carried in order, and 
it was the resolution of the Counc 1 do not know whether there 
were any agall t it ind if there wer how many, and I do not think 
it important at this meeting to discuss that subject. You may, of 
course, happen to know that an individual member of the Council voted 


opinion unanimous 


Council table, and 


against it 
Mr. Beit said he happened to know nothing. That was the rea 
he desired to know. 


Hour or Me&erineG 


The PReEsIDEN1 ( that there is anything else to say 
As to the hour <¢ whi the yeneral meetings were held that was 
a difficult question uld be observed that the country member 
said that five o'clock would not suit them Some of the London 
members said it would suit them better if the meeting was held at 
that hour rhe society had gone on now for a long time holding its 
general meetings at two o'clock, and people who really felt interested 
in the under discussion attended them, sometimes at con 
siderable inconvenience, no doubt But he did not think there was 
iltering the time of meeting; but, of 
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Mr. Baker: Is there any regulation or rule providing that the 
meetings should be held at two o'clock ? 

The Presipent : I do not think the regulations fix the hour of meeting 
That is left to the general convenience 

Mr. Baker: Then I will move a re future the 
general meetings of the Society be held at fir " " noor 

The Presipent : That is not in order 
a resolution If you want to bring the subject forv you must give 
notice o1 it 

The report was then adopted, and th 
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Mr. SamureL GARRETT, t Society, who was 


admitted a solicitor in July, 1876, and was elected on the “Council in 
1905, is a member of an East Suffolk family, the third son of the late 
Mr. Newson Garrett, of Aldeburgh He was born in 1850. He was 
educated at Rugby and Cambridge He was an Exhibitioner of Rugby 
and a scholar of his college (Peterhouse), at Cambridge. He took his 
degree as eighth in the First Class of the Classical Pripos in 1873 In 
the following year he won the Le Bas University prize (open to graduates 
of not more than three year tandiu for an English essay, and in the 
same year was elected a fellow of hi olle On leaving Cambridge he 
vas articled to the firm of Parker & Clarke, of St. Michael's Rectory, 
Cornhill, the predecessors of the firm of Parker, Garrett, & Co., of 
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a { 1 some so remains the final 
Fy 1 | f land is cted by competent advisers a 
a ind le | 1 ve f animal or human food as 
t ind p ig If t Executive Committee, ; 
a ull the a umstances, decide that the selected “i 
t i ploughed up—and if negovia 
\ nd persua have been tried unsuccessfu 
ma « 1 wen, a other means having fa i 
ed t mpulsion, and w be supported 
B < 
| ip of pasture may entail a sacrifice. But that 
bee mrison with that which is daily made by 
t d sea; it no greater, and 
lemanded from many other industrix 
( ni : lV} nation need the food. It cannot 
a It " t+ make ag ilture a controlled estab 
from the circumstances of the case, to leave food | 
d f the » own 1 und the st Ju 
I 1 av i l ! 


Ml 
} Hunter 


Trading with the Enemy. 


| Supp lem sm t 
( mi} (commerce | ré ved repre i 
tl s 1 i 
H.M. ¢ 1 CGovernme vu 
| | wt goods exported 1 
1 ] a firm on the Sta 
p taken | and fines have b 
y net f ' 
i at ie Go I 
ns | i rt a pract vbie 
I " ry | juired t ny 
I ilé i gy any i wa st | 
1 ning 1a oy Ut the 
he district in w wh firn arries on bus 


nd report not 


ts of the case as submitted, but also upon the past j 
> n It should be remembered that even t 
( ! | ‘ e t export does not relieve the exp 


ind it has been decided to send a deput 


rtment on the matter. 


Law Amendment Bill. 


{ , { i ol Englard the | 
I ( d oth eligious bodies and Social We 
/ ted r Home Se uy « { 
i 1 t f the G wm sp <l 
\ I B The deputation included e D 
* ( t Selborne, Lady Nott-B r, t Bis 
umd t 1) f Westmenster 
\ T ( bur the lepu 
vd pppened og ist. three i s had empha 
( nal Law Amendn t B \ ; Irom 
a t that I suit “ated I 
. 1 ie Nat C ( g 
>) ! B Ta 1 ft | 
j B } i imi a f 
bh , pr i z 
lie ~ { } ; g } 
les it if K 1 t ! imi 
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Codrington, Mrs. Creighton (National Union of Women Workers), Mrs base of tl ross is a kneeling angel, with outstretched arms, holding a 
Ogilvie Gordon (president of the National Union of Women Workers surel wreath towards the : On the other side is a group of flags 








Dy Hertz Chief Rabbi). the Bis if Southwark. the Rev J. Seota md ana ! mbolical of the servis the anchor also the emblem 
Lidgett (Evangetical Free ( irches), Mr. A. J. Allen (dleputy Lrmat We l the particular emblen f St ( lement Dane parish The 
me London Couneil for e Promotion of Pub M. \ und the SI tself | d thin the north-west door hich forms a large 
Bishup of London also spoke ! i s draped with purple It had been profusely dressed 
The Home Secretary said that the deputation was a great encourag eautiful flowers, w h the flower-sellers, at their own especial 
t hin He v is e aware w en T hand » ti it e themse ( | intended that the Shrine should 
hat ther ould | 1 ind anxie¢ B But t 1 
te was so urgent that he thought it an absolute duty to tak« The ded t prave hicl is impressively said by the Dean of 
matt p and t ee whet! " cress 1} | made tl} I med l i} t li ft! Last Post 
! lh ising of LZ t LSes fi vga g | | N han nt rh is anotl unique 
ed careful thought. 1 xis iffia 1 led t ere wrt of Lond Her Royal 
in 1 [I justace n many ise The G ernment appre vied H . returned ‘ ' here tl service wa ' | 
epresentations of the Don i ties that action uid b I 1k few beautiful word } t| nobl ind 
taken to grapple with the social evi The penalties inflicted on those — t lead ho umes appear the Shrine He used a 
© kept disorderly houses were scandalously sma], and the law in t ! S| n by the flowe 
pect shou'd be amended He b 1 that the attack maale ! se pr elil i untained by the emblems of 
Clause 3 of the Bill, which provided f e detention of n certair the Resurt The Anthem Blest are the Departed vas exqui 
inetance was based on misunderstanding d misrepresentataon tely ‘ i by the i d atter t Benediction a special hymn 
No new offen was created by t iuse, Which had adequate ife | lof Dead iL wt 
1 » hiberty of the subject, more of w h it was intends OF ‘ t hunt H Roval High " y allowed a 
nsert It was proposed ft nfine the of ition of the lause to t Fi , t t f the fl ‘ er ] 1 ' t to f her carriage 
ding a bad lif No girl by me dent ) hy el th me { , j > the | t 1 rece ed 
behaviour in the streets would become subject to | ungved. ‘Ther 0 to 6.30 ecit by Sir Fred Bridge 
be a provision for the in n detent . <l 1 fW I rt 
the Government would assist fina ly in the comduct of the | t | 
| There was no intention to withdraw the B He would 
the Government that time might be found for it to proceed -— - —— 
The President of the Local Government Board as uted 
with the remarks of the Home Sex y 


Obituary. 


Unveiling of the Flower Sellers’ Shrine Qui ante diem periit, 
in St. Clement Dane’s, Strand. Sed miles, sed pro patria. 


The War Shrine at St. Clement Dane’s, Strand, which has been given Lieutenant II[arold Keith Sy kes. 


by the flower-sellers, was unveiled by H.R.H. Princess Beatrice last 
lock L t t Harotn Kerru Sykes, R il Fusiliers ttached R.F.C.. 


Monday. The Princess arrived with her suite punctually at six « | 

and was met at the church gate bv the Rector (the Rev. W. Penningtor pata t ea tiol 9th June, of injuries received 

Bickford) and churchwarder present and past, and Mrs. Penningtor f] 1 J i twenty-five 3 the fest ao f tl 

Bickford, where she was presented with a bouquet of mauve carnati: ] > | \\ | lon He wa | ted at 

by ‘‘Fanny,”’ on behalf of the flower-sellers, their own makit nd | > H \ ur broke \ 

gift A large number of flower-sellers formed a guard of honour, and n I D.C.L.1 H \ I 

were also stationed around the west end of the churcl Each wore a | t I I ( | 19] { bra Ju 

purple shawl, and this, with. the gorgeeus bloss n their baske nd H le Ju 19 1 aft 

hands, formed a most unique and stril pict ‘ \ purple 1 and 1 R.1 neal 1 t nt 
irpet carried out the same note of colow His ©.0O \ l t " i ! 
Her Royal Highness then proceeded to the vestry, where numerous | n f ! mra 

presentations were made. The church was a mass of white lilies, formi: h t t é 

1 singular atmosphere of purity and beauty These a nst the carved i t I ed 

oak of the church stood out in wonderful nt { The Princess | lutv { 

conducted to her seat by the Rector and chure} irde! f ] ‘ Lace hie ! We wat Tt | h 

the clergy and choir The note of lour was still istained from the i I er {ap rR A. Svke R 

churchyard by the purple cassocks of the choir and the scarlet 1 f 1 ol is t mont “vlou 

many of the clergy, among these being the Very Rev. the Dean of mae 


Roche ster, the Venerable the Archdeacon f Middlesex, the Rey 1) 


J. Darlington, and others. This was the signal for the National Anthen S am 1a . 4 iclee 
ek ape ie ay seca glee gee yy sad Po ype” ew Second-Lieutenant W. H. Dickson. 


During the singing of a special Litany the procession slowly wended its Second-] tenant W H. Drexsow. Loval North Lancashire Re 
y to the churchvard, and assembled with Her Roval Highness before ment | 7 J ‘ " f the late G. H. Dic of Me 
the Shrine—covered with a large Union Jack—which was duly unveiled Bu & D licit Pre Educated at Cheltenham, he wa 
The Shrine takes the form of a massive cross eleven feet high, bear articled th t firm of ch his father was a partner, and was, up 
a triptych, containing 650 names At the right-hand side of the | to the time of j t] f es. in practice as a solicit it Chipper 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


24, MOORGATH STRBZT, LONDON, F.C. 
ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICHNSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Clauses for iasertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be seut va 


fi on. 
— POOLING INSURANCE. 
xX The Corporation also insures risks In connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, x 





BURCLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY GUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 
RPYPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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ham, Wiltshire. He jo ned the Lomlon Scottish about a year ago, and | just been put upon the table. ‘The Reichagericht co dish) is " 
was later attached to an 0.T.( About six months ago he was gazetted, | turnips.’ The joke lies in the punning use of the word “‘ Gericht,’ which 
and went to the front some four months later. After only a few weeks’ | means both ‘ Law Court’ and a ‘course’ or dish of food.”’ 
service he was wounded. and subsequently rejoined his regiment. His \ ——— . [. } : " 
only surviving brother, Captain A. N. Dickson, M.D., LM.S., recently o inquest, ange the 7imes, was held on the (th inst. im Yerkshive 
received the Military (roas f ervices in East Africa m we ody of Second Lieutenant Kenneth Jessen Vick, R.F.C.. who 
was killed in an aeroplane accident, aged twenty-eight. An Officer said 
he did not know the exact cause of the accident, but a special Accidents 
a Xommittee from London would investigate. and the decision rested with 
that committee. The witness also stated that relatives of men killed 
Legal News. vcidentally would not be allowed to be present at the inquiry. The 
ra] jury, in returning a verdict of ‘‘ accidental death,’’ stated that even 
“1.  - ; public inquests into the cause of loss of life were now to be put under 
Changes in | artnerships. military control. There was no valid reason why parents should be 
Neaniael refused admission to such inquiries or why an English jury should pass 
issolution. a verdict when they had no knowledge of the cause of the accident. 
F ABRAHAM Rooke and Jesse Brapiry olicitors (Rooke & Bradley), In the House of Commons, on Tuesday, the Chancellor of the Exche 
45, Colmore-row, in the city of Birmingham. March 25. The said Jesse | quer, replying to Colonel Burn, said : The licences to the enemy banks 
Bradley will cont t ' n the practice of a solicitor at the same ire granted in order to enable payment to be made to British, Allied 
sddress under the st Rooke and Bradle and neutral creditors and securities held by banks to be properly dis- 
[Gazette. July 10. posed of, and cannot be cancelled till this work has been done. The 
xisting licences are applicable only during the war, and the whole ques- 
General. tion will necessarily have to be reconsidered in relation to the condi- 
* tions which will obtain after the conclusion of peace. Sir H. Dalziel : 
Mh 7 ’ wrespondent at Par in a message dated 5th July, | Can the right hon. gentleman say when the work referred to will be 
AY s The la ilfectang the sons of foreigners born in France was | completed and the licences withdrawn? The Chancellor of the Exche 
promulgated to-day It is only valid while the war lasts, and subject | quer: I hope there will not be very long delay. Colonel Burn : Is it 
to the reservations of the Treaties in f \ males bor of | absolutely certain that these men will not be able to start again imme- 
foreigners in | d don ed Frar n attaining the age of | diately after the war? The Chancellor of the Exchequer : I hope s 
ichtes ty -tw become French citizen wiless | but that will depend on the Government that is here immediately before 
they prov t due «sé toon oF tne ‘s nent that Uhney have that occurrence 
reta mee Tae pet ‘s national Failing ction of French nations The Special Correspondent of the T'imes, in a message from Berne, 
muily ey ¥ De called to the colour lated 8th July, says ‘The transfer to Geneva of the monument to 
In the House of Commons on the 4 r Lord R. Cecil, replying | the Reformation, of which the foundation-stone was laid in July, 1909 
to Mr. | © asked the Secre f State f Foreign Affairs | the 400th anniversary of the birth of Calvin, took place on Saturday 
whetihe a emplating any chang the organization of the The monument. which is the work of four Swiss architects and two 
diplomat ‘ e whereby it might be more fre ypened to persons | Frenc iptors, stands on the promenade still called the Bastions, as 
of talent; and whether nsidera of the rapid inges brought | being on the site of part of the ancient fortifications. It represents the 
about in othe pheres of government a equence of the stress of | sector of a rampart a hundred métres (330 ft.) long, with a moat filled 
war omintions he y td expe te " ti cl ges aid that chanwes A ith water The names of Lather and Zwingli are carved on it con 
n the diplomati« e of the nature hieate vere in contemplation nicnously. and in the centre are colossal statues of Farel, Calvin, Beza 
but candidate ild tura t be a e until after the war and Knox. On ether side are statues of eminent men of various coun 
Ther " the 7 1 g d 1e meet on Wed tries whose names are associated with the Reformation, Cromwell repre- 
nesday mn ng e BR : ( yn a recommenda. | senting England and Roger Williams America. Between these statues 
tion ¢ | ( . orn £230 be paid to the | ar has reliefs of historical scenes and monumental inscriptions. Cranmer 
town M W. Ta d dra ninitte ut te n | and Olivetan (the publisher of the first Swiss Bible) will be added later 
to the s f ‘ ul ex] nced owing to the war reliefs on the lateral flights of the steps. The ‘ Wall of Geneva 
When the tow ( a fixed it wae decided to allow him to | Will doubtless become as well known and as much visited as the Lion 
receive f for ele ad tra work, and for the three yeat { Lacerne.”’ 
preceding the wa ne from elect mounted to £304 17s. 4d —_ oe 3 
vod Pro eg strat Ter t £405 8 | commttee’s recommenda 
tion wa ‘ mit t t lo t Lee The directors of the London County and Westminster Bank, Limited, 
The resolutions passed he Court of Common Couneil on the subje have declared an interim dividend of 9 per cent. for the half-year ending 
of the int ment of ens rlier the increased restrictions to be placed 30th June, less income-tax, payable on the lst August. 
on future na Zartio ind the b rng of the company laws int 
harn =* those view th the supreme bject of eliminat ng sucl - a oe 
alien interest and influence from the ‘ af mmercial and financia 
compat vere th / ref 1 to at the meeting of tie 
Corporation on the 5t t \iderman Sir T. Vezey Strong, the chair The Property Mart. 
man, d that both the P lent of t Board of Trade and the Home 
Secretary had assured him that the Government viewed with creat Forthcoming Auctior Sales, 
sympathy vhe represent ns made, and were anxious to find the neces July 16.—Messr:. WILLIAM HovsonrTon & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Properties 
sary legal means of giving P. umenit effect to the views expressed | (see advertisement, back page, July 7). 
nt esctutions July 18.—Messrs. TROLLOPE, at the Mart, at 2; Leasehold Town House (see adverti ¢ 
At the Caersws (Montgomeryshire rural trébuna mn Mondey. sai ment, back page. June 30). 
the 7’imé John Bancroft Willans, aged thirty-six. single. classed BI, July 19.—Mesers. H. FE. Foster & CRANFIELD, at the Mart at2; Absolute Reversion 
High Sheriff of Montgomervshire. applied for exemption The app Shares, &. (see advertisement, back page, this week). 
cant, whose case was supported by a letter fram the Privy Coun July 24.—Messrs. Hampton & Sons, at the Mart: Freeholds, &c. (see advertisement, 
dunitted that he had RO edi he tellee tee sitet Senet EP nage back page, July 7, also this week. 
mim i ‘ iY ty Trom th T 
he was twenty-three vears of age He had declined for certain reasons —_— 
but did not a cept this year to avoid military service Possibly he 
wae the only umded proprietor of military age in the county not now 
serving. He made the application to ascertain if military service was Court Papers. 
compatchle with the srievalty Exemption wa« granted till 3lst Maret 
next, when Mr. Willans’ term of office expires. The military wi Supreme Court of Judicature. 
DIMA 
* mpetent neutral cbeerver. who has x a long resident in Ger ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
many in his second articl the Time f the 9th inst., on the con Date. EMERGENCY APPRAL CouRT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
iitan of Gamuite. Gam hat the German people suffer from want ROTA. No. 1. NEVILLE. Eve. 
s undonhted. and almnct w3t! t exception the population ia dec! » | Mond July 16 Mr. Farmer Mr. Church Mr. Leach Mr. Borrer 
n pone in iaeala : from , wank of 4 — ey ae ror . ¢ . arate ra oie aa 17 Jolly Farmer Church Goldschmidt 
. , Wednesday .. 18 Synge Jolly Farmer Leach 
nervous ten@on to w 1 people have actua me acts injurious'y Thereday .... 19 Bloxam Synge Jolly Church 
mn ther phy ul conditior In the great towns it is often almost impos Friday ...... 2 Borrer Bloxam Synge Farmer 
ble f the housewife to get a meal together, while one can certainly | Saterday .... 21 Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam Jolly 
no longer expect a great vari of food The Germans now have Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
young vegetubles, but for several weeks turnips were a standing dish Bate. SARGANT. ASTBURY. YOUNGER. PETERSON. 
The Berliners have a w @ known joke about. it ‘You are a lawyer Monday July 16 Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Bloxam Mr. Synge Mr. Jolly 
said an acquaintance beside me as I sat at table Can you tell me what —, oa i —_ —, 2 — - all 
e Ge lei ericht m per y os ie ?? e t} Wedne - 18 Chare oldsechm rrer 
_ a Se r, se aga > a, La» eee tats Ek - . Thursday ve) Feamer Leach Gokischmidt —Borrer 
M I as tT Apt 4 ‘ i - ’ A Friday ...... 20 Jolly Charch Leach Goldschmidt 
pointing jocularly to a dish with t modern human food which had | saturday .... 31 Synge Farmer Church Leach 











